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extracts from his speeches at the time of introducing the measure, as also
the late Sir Henry Binns9 prophetic remarks thereanent. We shall have
to deal with the further aspects of this tale of injustice in a future issue,
as the appellant, we understand, is raising before the Supreme Court
the question of the Council's right to regulate transfers from place to place.

Indian Opinion, 15-10-1904

228. TRIBUTE TO MADANJIT
Gandhiji spoke at a function held in Durban to bid farewell to Mr*
Mandanjit, the proprietor of Indian Opinion, on the eve of his return to India.
The following is a brief report.
,                        [October 15, 190 4\
Mr. Gandhi gave a brief account of Mr. Madanjit's career since the
latter landed in the country in 1894, and praised him for the patience
and perseverance with which he had been conducting Indian Opinion for
the benefit of the Indian community, exerting himself physically, mentally
and monetarily, and undergoing hardships arising from the financial
difficulties of the press. In addition, Mr. Gandhi apprised those present
of many of the facts concerning the printing press.
[From Gujarati]
Indian Opinion, 22-10-1904
229. THE JOHANNESBURG TOWN COUNCIL
The Town Council has considered the very important report of the
Public Health Committee, and adopted, with painful unanimity, the
operative suggestions made by the Committee. Under it, the Indians,
as well as the Malays, are to be housed, should a compulsory segregation
ordinance be passed, on the Klipspruit Farm, near the Native Location,
a distance of 13 miles from Johannesburg. Mr. Quinn, in commending
the proposals to the Town Council, justified them on the grounds that
the Indians did not conform to the sanitary regulations, that, if the Kaffirs
were to be removed to Klipspruit, the Indians should be removed
a fortiori because they were worse neighbours than the former, that the
Indian trade was confined to the Indians and Kaffirs, and that, therefore,
it would be no hardship to them to be located at such a great distance.
Now, the first objection is not founded on any data whatsoever. Mr.
Quinn stated in support that, even if there were prosecutions against Indians,
they returned to their old practice. We venture to contradict the gentle-
man and publicly state that there has hardly been a sanitary prosecution
against an Indian without producing a lasting effect. We would also
add that, wherever proper supervision has been exercised, the Indian has
proved most amenable to such regulations, To go no further, we would